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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

1 . Applicant has currently amended claims 19 and 22. Claims 1-18, 20, and 24-27 
have been cancelled. No claims have been newly added. Thus, claims 19 and 21-23 
remain pending and are presented for examination. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's amendments filed 05 February 2009, with respect to the objection to 
the Abstract, have been fully considered and are persuasive. Thus, the objection to the 
Abstract has been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's amendments, filed 05 February 2009 with respect to the objections of 
claims 19 and 22, have been fully considered and are persuasive. Thus, the objections 
of claims 19 and 22 have been withdrawn. 

4. Applicant's amendments filed 05 February 2009, with respect to the rejection of 
claim 22 under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, First Paragraph, have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Thus, the objections of claims 19 and 22 have been withdrawn. 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to rejections of claims 1 9 and 21-23 under 35 
U.S.C. 103 (a) have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
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art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 19 and 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. In particular, there is no support within the 
specification for the limitation "assigning a unique reply address to an SMS message 
from a multiplicity of available predefined reply addresses". While in paragraph [] of the 
specification assigning the addresses at random are discussed, there is no mention of 
the addresses being predefined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 19, 21, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable overTarnanen [US 6,085,100] in view of Kagi [US 2002/0028686] and 
Kupsch etal [US 7,149,537]. 
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As per claims 19 and 22, Tarnanen discloses a) assigning a unique reply 
address to an SMS message from a multiplicity of available reply addresses [col 2, lines 
34-37, and col 7, lines 21-41]; 

b) sending the SMS message to the client at the client identifier address [Fig. 5, 
step 40]; and 

c) replying to the SMS message at the unique reply address [Fig. 6, step 50]. 
Tarnanen does not disclose when a SMS message is received at the unique reply 
address authenticating the client. However, Kagi discloses when a SMS message is 
received at the unique reply address authenticating the client [0029]. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the SMS communication 
system of Tarnanen the ability to authenticate the client as taught by Kagi since the 
claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each 
element merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination 
were predictable. 

Tarnanen discloses assigning a unique reply address to an SMS message from a 
multiplicity of available reply addresses [col 2, lines 34-37, and col 7, lines 21-41]. The 
sole difference between Tarnanen and the claimed subject matter is that Tarnanen does 
not disclose that the reply addresses are predefined. However, Kupsh et al discloses 
that the reply addresses are predefined [col 6, lines 17-30]. Kupsh et al shows that the 
use of a predefined reply address for SMS messaging was known in the prior art at the 
time of the invention. Since each individual element and its function are shown in the 
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prior art, albeit shown in separate references, the difference between the claimed 
subject matter and the prior art rests not on any individual element or function but in the 
very combination itself -- that is in the substitution of the predefined address of Kupsh et 
al for the reply address of Tarnanen. Thus, the simple substitution of one known 
element for another producing a predictable result renders the claim obvious. 

As per claim 21 , Tarnanen further discloses wherein the method further includes 
storing the reply in a matrix including a first axis indexed by client calling line identifier 
number and a second axis indexed by reply address [col 6, lines 19-57; Fig. 4]. 

As per claim 23, Tarnanen further discloses wherein the client's identifier 
address includes an identifier chosen from the group consisting of a client's A- 
subscriber's number, Calling Line Identity, e-mail address and IP address [col 6, lines 
27-30]. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHANNON S. SALIARD whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5587. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 am - 
4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) 
as follows: 
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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to: 

(571) 273-5587 [Informal/ Draft Communications, labeled 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to the Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314 

Shannon S Saliard 

Examiner 

Art Unit 3628 

IS. S. SV 

Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



/John W Hayes/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



